









yi | 

_ a é ? ss iS 

TAS 
f 


Ul 
it 


H 
I, 


it 


Office of the Joint Secretary 





Headquarters CINCPAC 


he 


{ft 


at 
ih 





re eee cc re i 2 oe rs ori 





be 


COMMANDER IN CHIEF PACIFIC 


CAMP H. M. SMITH, HAWAII 96861 “FOP -SEERET 
0425 
Ser T9T: 
28 September 1979 
NO PRELEASABELE-70-FOREIGN-NATIONALS- 
FORMERLY-RESTRICTED-DATA 












SEC NOT-RELEASABLE OFORETAN NATIONALS -RORMERLY REST ICTED. pv 
Unauthorized disclosure subject to administrative and criminal sanctions, 
Handle as Restricted Data in foreign dissemination per Section 144b, 
Atomic Energy Act, 1954. Regraded Unclassified upon removal of enclosures 








To: Distribution List 
Subj: CINCPAC Command History 1978; promulgation of 


Encl: (1) VoTume I, CINCPAC Command History 1978 
(2) Volume II, CINCPAC Command History 1978 
(3) Volume III, CINCPAC Command History 1978 


1. The CINCPAC Command History 1978 is promulgated in response to the 
direction of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


States within the meaning of the Espionage Laws, Title 18, U.S, Code, . . 
Sections 793 and 794. Transmission or revelation of its contents in any 
manner to an unauthorized person is prohibited by law. The classified 
material contained within this document is to be treated with the utmost . 
discretion. Under no circumstances shall possession thereof be transferred, 
or the information contained therein be imparted, ‘to personnel other than. 
those whose duties specifically require knowledge thereof, Baer 


3. The overall classification of the Command History is Top Secret-Not. 


Releasable To Foreign Nationals-Formerly Restricted Data. The security 


class{fication indicated for each page of this document is according to the. - 


highest classification of any paragraph thereon. In those instances when the 
reverse side of a page is intentionally left blank, this is so indicated on 
the preceding page. All titles, headings, and captions in this history are 
unclassified. 


4. This document will be transported, stowed, safeguarded, and accounted 
for in accordance with the instructions contained in the effective edition 
of the security regulations for-handling classified matter of the military 


Copy No. of 65 copies 
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2. This document contains information affecting the security of the United . ‘ 


od 


(8) The Philippines. assigned. 





an officer to UNC Rear, arriving IS Marth. 


_ “Discussions with: Australia.were‘also-under way, however; Australia’ decided’ 
not to assign an officer to the UNC Rear.4- ye en i Ci ee 


AS On 28 August the Chief of the UNC Liaison Group. for France (in: Japan) 
delivered official notification to the Commander of UNC Rear thatthe French 
government would not request accreditation to the UNC in Japan of that officer's 


replacement. The expiration date 


was 3 September 1978, the day the newly 


assigned officer assumed .the duties as Armed Forces Attache in Japan, ° Nb: ex- 


planation was provided, 


Forces and Basing on Taiwan 
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1. SECSTATE 014651/190053Z Jan 78 (MY, GDS-84, 


2, AMENB.Seoul 804/310259Z.Jan 78 


3. “AMENB Tokyo 1868/0208512 Feb-7 
18 (Blip GuS-84.0°0 
4, AMEMB Seoul 1272/150832Z Feb 7 


(GL, GDS-84, 


8 (Sly. .G0S~843 AMEMB' Tokyo 369470708482: Mar 
8 (TS), SDS-84; AMEMB Seoul. 2431/270559Z Mar 78 


5. CINCUNC Seoul 060600Z Sep 78 (Sl, GDS-86, 
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of China, and the Shanghai Communique at that time, the first steps were taken 
to withdraw U.S. Forces from Taiwan. The communique affirmed the ultimate 
objective of the withdrawal of all U.S. forces and military installations from 
Taiwan, and the progressive reduction of forces and installations “as tension 
in the area diminishes. ") 


(U) On 15 December 1978 President Carter announced that the United States 
and China had agreed to establish formal diplomatic relations on 1 January 
1979. The joint communique issued at that time said that the United States 
recognized the government of the People's Republic as the sole legal government 
of China, indicating that diplomatic ties would be ended with the Nationalist 
Government of the Republic of China on Taiwan. The communique added that 
within that context, the people of the United States would maintain cultural, 
commercial, and other unofficial relations with the people of Taiwan. All 
U.S. Forces would be withdrawn by 30 April 1979, and the Mutual Security Treaty 
was to be terminated by the United States effective 1 January 1980.2 


(S/NOFORN) Major force reductions had begun earlier in 1978, however. On 
18 May the JCS advised that "highest authority" had directed that the Defense 
Department military and civilian presence be reduced’to a ceiling of 660 , 
personnel by 1] October. Department personnel assigned to the -Army Technical 
Group or National Security Agency activities or attached to the #.S. Embassy 
(including the MAAG) were exempt from:the ceiling. The 7602nd Air Intelligence 
Group and 500th Military Intelligence Group detachments were not exempt as had 
been previous ly requested by ‘the PACOM: ° JCS' guidance provided the basis’ for | 
reduction decisions. 










of any factors that would prevent accomplishment of the reduction as “directed, 
or any, personne] actions, such::as ‘termination..of - replacement: Flow; that: Could. 
be" Seoul ss of Service military personnel centers to, ‘assist’:in réaching. the. - 
ceiling. ' 


(8 GINCPAC followed up the JCS ceakinats with a message to CONUSTOC, dant: 
nating him as the coordinating authority. for U.S. personnel reductions and re- 
questing several actions by TOC. 







also asked for the best estimates. for completing contractor requirements 


1, CINCPAC Command History 1972 (TSAFRQ), Vol. II, p. 611. 
2, J03/74 Chronology Dec 78 (U). 
3. J333 HistSum Jun 78 (S¥, GDS-86; J5323 HistSum dul 78 CH, GS-86; JCS 
6939/191845Z May 78 (S), GDS-85. 
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SEGRET— 
tilitary Personnel--Taiwan! 


Unit 
Taiwan Defense Command 
Detachment 1, 13th Air Force 
U.S. Army Communications Command, Taiwan 
6217th Air Base Squadron 
229th Communications Squadron 
Air Force Contract Management Center 
U.S. Naval Hospital, Taipei 
Naval Medical: Research Unit II 
Special Intelligence Communications 
Detachment 4203, U.S. Air Force Office of 
Special Investigation 
Naval Investigative Service 
Detachment 3, 7602nd Air Intelligence Group 
U.S. Army Project Management Detachment 
Headquarters Support Activity, Taipei 
Naval Broadcast Service 
Branch Dental Clinic 
U.S. Navy Commissary 
OLH 603rd. Military Airlift Support Squadron 
OLG 6055th Air Postal Squadron 
Defense Property Disposal Office 
Defense Fuel. Supply Center 
U.S. Army Finance Office 
Detachment T, Naval Courier Service 
Military Sealift Command Office 


Subtotal 


Exempt Units 
Military Assistance Advisory Group 


U.S. Embassy 

DOD Special Representative 
U.S. Army Technical Group 
(Taiwan Defense Command J63) 


Subtotal 
Grand Total 


Seen ee en ee nn et ete ee et 


1. COMUSTDC 310959Z May 78 [S}, GDS-86; COMUSTDC 300136Z Sep 78 Sl, GDS-86. 


Assigned 
31 May 78 } Oct 78 
90 80 
16 15 
236 146 
234 156 
59 50 
47 43 
50 15 
26 20 
15 13 
4 3 
3 2 
4 4 
5 5 
105 73 
9 3 
13 0 
V7 4 
8 3. 
25 15 
6 2 
] ] 
7 0 
7 -0 
3 7 
989 654. 
16 ) 
33 23 
33 28 
50 30 
2 
132 92 
1,121 746 


Note: At the end of 1972 there had been approximately 8,000 U.S, 


assigned jn Taiwan. 
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SECTION II--SOVIET UNION 


The CINCPAC Assessment! 


(Ss N) As in the classified CINCPAC assessment of the threat for the 
previous two years, it differed little in 1978 from the theme that the Soviet 
Union was the only world power with the potential to threaten the United States. 
After reviewing the strategic nuclear threat and the strength of Soviet general 
purpose forces, CINCPAC noted the fundamental change in the balance of naval 
forces in the Pacific/Indian Ocean areas. The Soviets had steadily upgraded 
their sea contro] forces in both areas, and the Soviet Pacific Fleet was the 
largest of all Soviet fleets. Additionally, it was expected that the new 
vertical short takeoff and landing/anti-submarine warfare carrier and BACKFIRE 
bombers would join the Soviet Pacific Fleet at the beginning of 1980, signifi- 
cantly improving Soviet war fighting capabilities in the Pacific. Ina cone 
ventional worldwide war with the Soviets, the swing strategy, wherein signifi- 
cant portions of the PACOM war fighting capability would be called upon to 
support NATO, would reduce Pacific Command forces to a level: which provided 
no alternative. other than U.S. accommodation to- the strategy chosen’ by the | 
soviet Inton An the. Pacific and increased soviet: options oor 


OF ° Attacking u 5, Forces and ‘bases the Pacific and. the 
“United. States. m SCAe os ‘ . 


Ps Providing forces or logistic. ‘Support to a Worth 
ital oneal Mee the ‘Republic of: Korea, gee, 


° “Dotiinating Western Pacific=Indian Oceans. 


@ Isolating both Japan and the PRC from the United 
States, 


- ® Redeploying forces to the Indian Ocean, Persian 
Gulf, and NATO. - 


e Denying U.S./allied access to Mideast oiT. 


The IPAC View 


& In his overall assessment, CINCPAC acknowledged that it was unlikely 
tha 


PACOM military forces would engage’ Soviet ground forces on the Asian land 


mass. In specific assessments of Soviet forces in the Pacific by the Intelli- 


TS ES ONO eR Am NY cm SE Re SE SHO SOS SP ca SP we SP crm SY cy OY sy SD MW Ma Su UE OO SD Oe ad me ey st OO ol ent OY SM ES ED OS Oe Ste ww 


CINCPAC 0623302 Oct 78 (S/NOF@RN), GDS-86. 
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SEGRET 


gence Center of the Pacific (IPAC), the Soviet ground forces along the Sino- 
Soviet border were estimated to have reached 45 combat divisions (39 motorized 
rifle and six tank) with an estimated total strength of 440,000. Soviet air 
force strength in the Far East was estimated to include more than 2,000 combat 
aircraft, including about 350 medium and long range bombers. Nearly 1,000 
attack aircraft were in the region; of these, 45 percent were MIG-23/FLOGGER 
and SU-17/FITTER, Soviet air defense forces in the Far East totaled approxi- 
mately 550 aircraft, 60 percent of which were third generation FLOGGERS, 
FLAGONS, and FOXBATS. Long range aviation squadrons in the area had steadily 
increased the numbers of BADGER G (air-to-surface missile carriers); it was 
estimated that there were 98 BADGER G's in the Far East, including those _ 
assigned to Soviet naval aviation. For the past three years, the total number 
of Soviet naval aircraft had remained at about 230. ‘IPAC anticipated that. 
the BACKFIRE bomber would be delivered to Soviet naval aviation. in the. Pacific 
Fleet prior to 1980. The submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM) fleet, in 
the Pacific was estimated td be some 32 submarines, including 12 YANKEE class |. 
and at least nine DELTA class submarines. In October 1978 IPAC estimated the 
order of battle for the Soviet Pacific Fleet to include 7] major surface com-.. 
batants (down through frigates) and 112 submarines (51 were nuclear-powened).,,|- 


rs 





4/7 of Soviet access to port facilities and airfields in 
Somalia had coniplicated Soviet Indian Ocean operations, but had not precluded 
them from maintaining their previous level of presence in the Indian Ocean. 
They were capable of maintaining a significant naval presence. by basing their 
logistic and repair ships at anchorage in international waters. When the 
Soviets were expelled from Berbera in Somalia (November 1977), they moved their 
Floating. drydock to Aden in the People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen (South 
Yemen) and had also acquired access to airfields in South Yemen in return for 





© 8 ewe ee oe wee ea Om ee ae ES ae Ca OS RN Ne OS ON Ok YA SD SEDO ht at SP SS St aE Oa hat eh ed) ay me me np Gent fa nO SO Hd nh eps 


1. Ibid.; IPAC Point Paper tS), 23 May 78;-Subj: Overview of Soviet. Forges | 


in the Pacific (U), REVW 23 May 98; IPAC Point. Paper, {S),.5 Oct 78, Subj: * . 





Soviet Maritime ‘Activity th thé PACOM Region (U), GDS-88. 
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Soviet arms and economic assistance. In mid-1978 the floating drydock was 
again moved from Aden to Dehalak Island, Ethiopia, 


) One IPAC paper regarding the naval balance in the Pactfic between 
the United States and the Soviet Union illustrated the difficulty in estimating 
relative strength strictly on numbers. IPAC noted that the Soviet Navy was a 
sea denial navy, while the U.S. Navy was a sea control navy. The orders of 
battle and the weapon systems of the two fleets in the Pacific reflected these 
different missions. The concept of naval balance assumed that the United 
States Navy and the Soviet Navy could be compared by counting ships/weapon 
systems. IPAC postulated that a more useful way to evaluate the two navies 
was the premise that; in a non-nuclear scenario, the United States must keep 
open its sea lines of communication (SLOC) to its allies and to potential 
battlefields. Conversely, the Soviet Union, as a land power with most of its 
potential battlefields on the Eurasian land mass, did not need to keep essential 
SLOC open, but only needed to deny or attrite the U.S, SLOC. From that premise, 
the relative numbers of carriers or submarines were irrelevent. Having stressed 
the different missions of the two navies, IPAC provided a side-by-side order of 
battle comparison in which the footnotes were perhaps more instructive than 
the figures themselves (see following two pages). 


Southeast Asia 


(U) One facet of the Soviet threat in the Pacific which was not entirely’ 
resolved during 1978 involved Southeast Asia, specifically the question of < 
Soviet use of the Cam Ranh Bay air and naval base in Southern Vietnam. A wire 
service dispatch from Tokyo on 7 June 1978 cited an article published by a 
Chinese-American employee of Yale University which alleged that the Soviet Union 
had moved into the naval base built by the United States at Cam Ranh Bay. Hits 
Statement was published by the Asahi Newspaper in Tokyo, and was purportedly 
based on information obtained from prominent Chinese expelled from Vietnam.3 


(U} In November 1978 an interview by a "State Department Soviet specialist" 
was published tn a Honolulu newspaper. The State Department official reportedly 
did not foresee Cam Ranh Bay becoming a staging area for the Soviet Pacific 
Fleet:4 
1. Ibid. © Ge 
2. IPAC Point Paper (Si 28 Feb 78, Subj: U.S.-Soviet Naval Balance In The 

Pacific (U), REVW 28 Feb 98. 

3. UPI Lispatch, 7 Jun 78, dateline Tokyo, cited in ADHIN CINCPAC ALFA 

40/071830Z Jun 78 (U). 

4. Honolulu Star-Bulletin, 8 Nov 78, dateline Honolulu, cited in ADMIN 

CINCPAC ALFA 67/082020Z Nov 78 (U). , 
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Submarines 
SSBN 
SSB 
SSGN 
SSG 
SSN 
SS 
SSR 
SSAG 
Total 
Surface Ships 
Carriers 
Cruisers ; 
Destroyers/Frigates 
Amphibious Types 
Mine Types 


Coastal Defense Types 
Fleet Auxiliaries 
Other Auxiliaries. 


Total 


~SECRET~ 
Order of Battle Comparisag! 


SOVPACFLT 


Naval Air Forces 


Long Range Maritime (Patrol/ASW aircraft) 


Medium Range (Patrol/ASW aircraft) 


Short Range (Patrol/ASW ai 
Medium Range (Bomber/Missi 
AWACS © es 
ELINT/Recon aircraft 

ECM aircraft 

Fighters/TAC Bombers 
Tanker aircraft 
Helicopters 


Total 


SS a cam ene i mm em a Sw ps aa Thee REBT eens eT 
1. IPAC Point. Paper TS. 28 Feb 78, Subj: , U.S.-Soviet..Naval Balance In The 
Pacific (U), REVW 28 Feb 98. 


reraft) | 
le aircraft) 


23 
9 
16 
6 
l2 
43. 


2? 
7 


313 


Notes are on facing page. 
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USPACFLT 
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43 


. 0 
129 
106 
0 
33 
24 
35 
513 
32 
181 


] 3053° 
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U.S. Navy submarines, while fewer in numbers, are technologically superior 
in most areas (quietness, weapons, sensors) to Soviet Subs. 


In abstract U.S. carriers have a decisive advantage over Soviet major 
combatants in the Pacific, in that the carrier's primary battery (air wing) 
outranges a Soviet cruiser's primary battery (anti-ship missiles). 

However, this abstract advantage diminishes when the carrier's freedom 

of movement is restricted by geography or directed operations. . 

In an environment where Soviet anti-ship missiles can be brought within 
range, the critical factors become ELINT/ECM/ECCM, 


U.S. Navy Amphibs are larger and more sophisticated than Soviet Amphibs. 


Because of the geography of the Sea of Japan, the Soviets have: (1) the 

optton of mining straits to deny enemy access to thelr local waters, or 

(2) the problem of clearing enemy mines from such straits to get their 

ships out into the open Pacific. Consequently, mine warfare types 

constitute a major portion of their. Fleet in the Pacific, Many of these are 
brown water (riverine) units rather than blue water (deep sea) mine warfare craft. 


Caastal defense units are small-range limited types not capable of sustained 
operations at sea. They are positioned for close-in defense of important 
bases. They are also effective in geographic "bottlenecks" that force 
major enemy untts to come within range of their weapons. The straits 

into: the Sea of Japan are an optimum environment for such coastal 


_ defense types, 


Fleet Auxiliaries are those units designed to provide logistics/support.. 

to naval combatants at sea. U.S. Navy Fleet Auxiliaries are larger than 
and technologically superior’ to Soviet Fleet Auxtltartes. Also . 

the availability of overseas bases (such as Subic Bay, Okinawa, Yokosuka, 
Guam) minimizes the number of Fleet Auxiliaries required to sustain the U.S. 
Pacific Fleet at sea. 


Other Auxiliaries are those that are not designed for direct support 
of the Fleet at sea, such as buoy tenders, and salvage and rescue 
ships. In order to have true comparability between SOVPACFLT and 
USPACFLT, some Soviet Naval Auxiliaries (such as survey ships, 
oceanographic ships) were not counted, since similar functions in the 
U.S. Navy are performed under civilian contract, or by Department of 
the Navy ships with civilian crews, 


Because the Soviet Navy lacks overseas bases, having long range TU-955 

is essential to them, For the U.S. Navy, with overseas bases for their medfum- 
range patrol/ASW aircraft and aircraft carriers for their short-range 
patrol/ASW aircraft, the absenéé of a long-range aircraft is not significant. 


Generally the Soviet Pacific Fleet Air Force is limited because it lacks 
aircraft carriers and overseas bases. It Is powerful in the northwestern 
Pacific and especially the Sea of Japan, but is largely ineffective 

in all other areas of the PACOM (especially since their eviction from 
Somalia in 1977), 
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Hanoi is not about ta become a puppet. Vietnam will 
not be a vacuum for anyone. The Russians will use Vietnamese 
ports if there is an opportunity but they are cautious about 
building naval bases because of the expense -involved’ and 
because of what happened in Egypt where a lot of money and 
effort went down the drain. 


) In December 1978, after the Soviet-Vietnamese friendship and 
cooperation treaty had been signed (q.v.), the U.S. Embassy in Moscow reported 
that PRC diplomats had intimated that among the benefits obtained by Moscow 
from the recently-concluded friendship treaty was a secret agreemant on Soviet 
usage of Cam Ranh Bay. The Embassy noted that it was not clear how well in- 
formed the Chinese Embassy in Moscow was on the state of Soviet-Vietnamese 
negotiations. However, a Chinese diplomat had mentioned that the Chief of 
General Staff of the SRY had stayed behind in Moscow after other officials 
had left for follow-on military planning talks. The Chinese diplomat implied 
that Soviet use of Cam Ranh Bay figured heavily in the talks. Although the 
Embassy advised that some of the information obtaitied through the Chinese 
appeared to be incorrect, some sources agreed that secret military, agreements 
had been signed in Moscow dealing with the Soviet use of Cam Ranh Bay. - This 
use was not expected to entail the stationing of Soviet troops at Can Ranh Bay, 
but the Chinese diplomat was reported to have commented caustically that ‘there 
were several arrangements under which foreign military bases could be used. 

The Embassy speculated that the Chinese diplomat had implied that Cam Ranh 
would remain a Vietnamese base, but would be used bY, the Soviets. under. the 
alleged secret agreement, ! eS 
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1. AMEMB Moscow 29791/051652Z Dec 78 YCeNEL,_XGDS-1, REVW 5 Dec 08. 
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_Sist, they could lead to unexpected hostilities.” 


‘in Admiral Soong's letter had not been corroborated by the U.S. military, but 
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SECTION V--THE THREAT TO TAIWAN 


The PRC Position 

ee. As in 1977 there was little difference in the overall threat 
posed by the PRC against Taiwan during 1978. Ouring 1977 the U.S. State 
Department, the.U.S. Ambassador to the Republic of China (ROC), the Commander 
of the U.S. Taiwan Defense Command (COMUSTDC), and CINCPAC were. all concerned 
over the possibility of incidents arising from the extension of the PRC military 
presence into the Taiwan Strait. During 1977 there had been many instances 
of PRC air force intrusion into the air space of the ROC. The Ambassador had 
expressed to the ROC Foreign Minister the concern of the United States with 
the situation in the Taiwan Strait. and the strong desire of the United States 


. to avoid -any incident. there. In August: 1977 the U.S. Embassy in Taipei had 


advised the State Department that. ROC concern over -the increased PRC military 
activity in the Strait, together with the belief in Taipei that normalization 
of U.S.-PRC relations: might encourage thé PRC to apply military pressure against 


a thie: ROC, had prompted the ROC: to increase the State of readiness of its: forces 
“on ae off-shore islands. sad 2 


Pal. ‘This concern extended | ‘into 1978, as ‘was ‘shown, interalia,. by a ‘Jetter 
received from Admiral Soong, the ROC Chief of General Staff: by COMUSTDC in . 
April 1978. In this letter, ‘Admiral Soong again; expressed | deep concern over. 
the’ PRC air. activity opposite Taiwan. , The letter “stated that, or: 13 April 1978, 
two: flights of four PRC fighter aircraft had left the ‘Chinese maintand and pro- 
ceeded to at least the mid-point of the Taiwan’ Strait. : On the’ following: day, 
eight PRC fighter aircraft in two flights had approached a’ ROC routine patro] 
mission as close as 15 nautical miles from the ROC aircraft. According to the 
Soong letter, engagement was avoided by the exercise of strict, self-restraint 
on the part of the ROC pilots. The PRC air force flights were labeled detiber- 
ate, provocative acts which constituted a direct threat to the security of the 
Taiwan Strait. The letter emphasized that if suchincidents continued to per- 















CINCPAC advised the JCS that the over-water flights cited 


noted that the possibility of spontaneous incidents increased so long as the 
PRC continued to assert its right to fly over the Taiwan Strait.2 


1. CINCPAC Command History 1977 TTSAFRD), Vol. I, pp. 97-101. 
2. CINCPAC 050540z May 7835), GDS-86. 
~SEGREF NOT RELEASABLE TO FOREIGN NATIONALS 


113 


sears 


Swe oe 





“SECRET— 


Other Threat. Indicators 


(U) In August 1977 the Chairman of the Chinese Communist Party, Hua 
Kuo-feng, stated the PRC position on Taiwan. Hua stipulated that the con- 
ditions for normalization of relations between the United States and the PRC 
were that the United States must sever diplomatic relations with Taiwan, with- 
draw al? its Armed Forces and military installations from Taiwan, and. the 
Taiwan Strait, and abrogate the MDT. During this same policy statement, Hua 
stated that the PRC was determined to liberate Taiwan, and that when and how: 
that was accomplished was entirely China's internal affair, which brooked no 
foreign interference. 


ter, in, August. 1978,. the ROC, Chief of Ganeral Staaf, 
CRAG... 


About. one year la 


Admiral. Soong, visited: CIN 









a ‘During this visit, Admi rad, Weisner -Look the +.1:4 
opportunity to.reiterate t é.great sensitivity of the United States toward. the 
possibility of an incident during routine air operations, in the Taiwan Strait, 
Soong acknowledged the awareness of ROC officials of that sensitivity and... 
stated that he had instructed the ROC Air Force repeatedly in that regard.2 ., 








1. CINCPAC Command History 1977 (TS/FRD), Vol. I, pp. 101, 102. 
2. CINCPAC 0218502 Sep 78 (Sy (EX), GDS-86; further discussions in Ch,. VII, 


LOROP Cameras, 
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Cockburn Sound, and the entire task group visited Singapore at the conclusion — 

of the deployment. The task group participated in Exercise BEACON SOUTH with 

the Royal Australian Navy. and Air Force prior to and following those port 

visits, and in Exercise MERLION with Singapore prior to their port visit there. 

The group exited the Indian Ocean via the Malacca Strait. | | 


5S)» The third deployment began on 15 November, entering the Indian Ocean 
via the. Malacca Strait. It consisted of USS STERETT (CG-31}, USS WADDELL (DDG- ° 
24), USS BRADLEY (FF-1041), and USNS PASSUMPSIC (TAO-107). The task group 
proceeded to Karachi, Pakistan, and conducted Exercise MIDLINK 78 with Pakistan, 
Iran, United Kingdom, and Turkish naval forces -from 23 November to 7 ‘Decenber: 


'S1 . Upon completion of: MIDLINK 78, the JCS directed the task avoup (Te 5. 1) 
to remain in the Arabian Sea and conduct routine operations until. further ad- - 
vised. This tasking was in response to the uncertainties in the Persian’ Gulf 
brought about by the political problems in-Iran. ' Accordingly,--passing: exercises 
with the United Kingdom, Kenya, and. Australia-were cancelled, -as:were ‘port: ~ 
visits to Mombasa, Port Louis, and Mogadishu in Somalia. The task group was 
scheduled to-depart the Indian Ocean via the Lombok Strait on 7 January: 1979, ° - 
but mie enies were to remain in the vicinity of the Arabian Sea until further 
notice. 


order by. direction of the Secretary ‘of Defense. : Because.of the internal: sits! - ee 
ation in Iran and vital U.S. interests in the Persian Gulf region; a cone tnulng:. 
augmented, U.S. naval. presence could be required. CINCPAC was directedi-to' 

position a carrier task force in the vicinity of. Singapore.at.the eartiest:: a 
feasible time, to be prepared for a possible Indian Ocean-Arabian Sea deploy- 

ment. ,16-77.7. consisted of USS: CONSTELLATION: (€V#64)§ USS LEAHY (CG-16),.USS:~ 
KINKAID {DD-965) with Commander Destroyer Squadron SEVEN embarked, USS - DECATUR 
(DDG-31), USS SOMERS (DDG-34), and USNS MISPILLION (TAQ-105). The estimated: 

time of departure from Subic. was 30 Pacemcer with annie in the yieunity wie ce " 
singapore on 2 January.3 pba! 


RUBY SURVEY 


WS) On 28 January the CINC of the U. s. cirooesih Conimand was directed by 
the JCS to increase surveillance activity in the Red Sea and Gulf of: Aden to - 
monitor Soviet and Cuban activity in the Horn of Africa and the south Arabian i 


1. J313 HistSum Aug 78 (3), GDS-86. 
J313 HistSum Dec 78; JCS 142248Z Dec 78. (EX) 0s), DECL 14 .Dac.86; cINCRAG | 


‘1502202 Dec 78 (SN, DECL 14 Dec 86. 
3. JCS 7684/280134Z Dec 78 (SY, DECL 20 Dec 84; ADMIN. CINCPAC 2902232. Dec: 78 


MS), DECL 28 Dec 84. 
SECRET” 
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| 
On..28 December. the JCS forwarded to CINCPAC: a deployment: preparation — . 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Peninsula. USCINCEUR was directed to augment the Mid-East Force with one 
Surface combatant (of the DD/FF class) equipped with Direct Support Equipment. 
RUBY SURVEY was the nickname authorized by CINCUSNAVEUR to cover the Survei]- 
lance operations. 


(3. USS TRUETT (FF-1095), a unit of the Sixth Fleet, was the first ship 
assigned to augment existing Mid~East Force units. USS LA SALLE (AGF-3), the 
flagship of the Mid-East Force commander, was in Naples, Italy, in a ‘state of 
Restricted Availability. and was not scheduled to return to its normal area of 
operations before 15 April. TRUETT chopped to COMIDEASTFOR on 2 February. 
This provided two ships to cover the area of interest. ] 


(On 13 February the JCS directed CINCPAC to relieve TRUETT with USS. 
FOX (CG-33) on 19:March: in the vicinity of the Gulf of Aden. FOX, a Seventh 
Fleet unit, was on.a routine Indian Ocean deployment in the western Indian 
Ocean at.the time (Task Group 75.1). Accordingly, FOX relieved TRUETT and 
chopped to COMIDEASTFOR on 19 March, as directed, With the return of LA SALLE. 
on 15 April, Operational Command of FOX reverted to CINCPAC and FOX conducted 
port visits in Colombo, Singapore, and Pattaya in Thailand enroute to normal 
Seventh Fleet operations.2 a 


(Sl. USCINCEUR“advised that FOX. had provided timely, accurate, and often 
unique intelligence information, not available from any other source. An. 
example of a FOX-"first" was its reporting of the movement’ of ‘a floating dry- 
dock, the first indication-of possible Soviet intent ‘to establish a support 
facility of that kind in Ethiopia. 3 Te 3 : Pe few 
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1. J3:‘HistSum Apr 78 (SJ, GDS-86. : Ce ‘ bk , 

2. Ibid. ; JCS 2641/1323202 Feb 78 ($), GDS-86; CINCPACFLT 3104517 Mar 78 (S), 
ADS 30 May 78, . ee am, a 

3. USCINCEUR 1418202’ Apr 78 (S), GOS=86, - vee a 

4. 6132 HistSum Jul 78 XS), xGDs 2065; sac WiBbsz ai 78. (BONY Oe 
CINGPAC 2504027 Jul 78 (BOM) (S), GDS-86; SAC G800052 ‘Aug’ ¥8 (HOM) 
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Sea of Okhotsk Operations 


(5 ioarations were conducted in the Sea of Okhotsk from 18 to 24 June by 
Task Group 75.2, The excursion provided continued support for the position 
that the Sea of Okhotsk was an international body of water with continuing 
right of high seas navigation and overflight. - Secondary: ‘objectives were ‘to 
evaluate national intelligence systems in support of: naval forcés operating 
in the ‘Soviet Pacific maritime area, gain familiarity with the Sea of Okhotsk, 
and enharice task group readiness and training of personnel: in operations ine 
volving possible Soviet reaction forces, ne 


The task group was composed of USS FOX (CG-33) with coaianaer Task 
Force 75 embarked, USS STEIN. (FF-1065),..and- USS HASSAYANPA {A0~145), Supported 
by VP (Patrol Squadron), VO (Fleet..Air Reconnaissance:Squadrén), and-HSk? | 
(Helicopter Anti-submarine Squadron) aircraft... The group departed: Yokosuka, 
Japan on 15 dune, entered. the Sea of Okhotsk-via the Proliv'Bussol Strait on 
18 June, operated as far north as iinly otal and ae the Séa of” 
Okhotsk via La Perouse. Strait on 24- dune. a. ‘ 


Se Se ohne : i 
seolay 


i The task group did not ginveneh euviae eanatees ‘closér ‘than 25 nauti- 
ca? miles, except that when transiting through an aera )onal strait the ; 
restriction was, reduced to mouse Loser=shan 12: hawetear wee bur aan 

wy Vee tak shes? 
“The operation was. prine{pal ty. chericeaei ced iy poor visibility” (fog’ 
69 percefit of. the, time).and intense. survei] lance :and- reconnatssancé’ by soviet: 
air and surface forces (13 sorties of 26 aircraft:and!1 to 6° surfaée “tattle-— 
tales"). Possible harassment by a Soviet surface unit was noted on one 
occasion on.23 June when KRIVAK 6024 whiehuhad: ‘hgen maintaining a et Ostale 
FOR tion on STEIN'S. ee side, tHereased Sheed _maneuyered close. 4 ae 











“HS? UTS. warsiips” “both’ cotivent ional ly and nuclear powered, continue 

visit PACOM ports. For many years CINCPAC had sought to have the- visits: of 

nuclear powered ships treated as any other ship visit, but the visits: had- be- 

come “routine” only. in certain areas, In other areas political Cont dey atiots 

1. CINCPAC 062017Z May 78 (Sj, GDS-86; CAN AGENA MRT ANSE: ah 78 S. ae 86; 
J313 HistSum Jun 78 (S). GDS-86, Cee ae 

2. J313 HistSum Jun, 78 Se GDS-86. ; ee 

3. ‘Ibid. ; CTG 75.2 2403262 Jun 78 (i. ‘GDS-86, 
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